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Tue Rev. Wape C. Smiru, second from left, wields an enthusiastic shovel at a recent “SHOVEL 
Party” held by members of the Fontana Village Community Church tc inaugurate a building pro- 
ject for a $40,000 new edifice. See Page 16). 
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Letters To The Editor 


Sir: 

In the October 18, 1950, issue of Tue 
SOUTHERN PRESBYTERAIAN JOURNAL you 
published an article by Dr. L. Nelson Bell 
entitled “Poison in the Stream.” The 
article was based on a letter which reported 
the conclusions drawn from an interview 
by one member of the group. The under- 
signed were the other parties present at the 
interview, and we herewith enclose our 
statement of what transpired on that occa- 
sion. 

We should like to request that the same 
publicity be accorded this statement as was 
given Dr. Bell’s article, and if reprints of 
the article are made that the enclosed 
statement accompany it. 

T. K. Young 

 W. J. Millard 

» Laurence F. Kinney 
Memphis, Tenn. 


SYNOPSIS OF AN INTERVIEW 


Following is aysummary of ideas ex- 
pressed in an interview held at South- 
western at Memphis, August 18, 1950. No 
effort has been made to report the steps in 
the conversation, but the views expressed 
are summarized with an effort to re-state 
them accurately. 


At the request of Mr. T. Walker Lewis, 
a director of Southwestern, who is also a 
trustee of Bob Jones University and a 
director of The Southern Presbyterian 
Journal, the following people met with 
him: Dr. W. J. Millard, pastor of Ever- 
green Presbyterian Church, and a director 
of Southwestern; Dr. T. K. Young, pastor 
of Idlewild Presbyterian Church; and Dr. 
Laurence F. Kinney, professor of Bible, 
Southwestern, at Memphis. 


T. WALKER LEWIS 

Mr. Lewis showed the group a list of 
quotations which someone had compiled 
from Morton S. Enslin’s book, Christian 
Beginnings. He stated that he thought no 
book of this kind should have a place in 
the curriculum of a Christian college. He 
expressed a view which would exclude 
from use in Bible courses any book which 
differed in any respects with the most 
conservative theological position. 


LAURENCE F. KINNEY 

The position of the Bible Department at 
Southwestern with respect to the use of this 
book was stated by Professor Kinney as 
follows: 


1. In reply to Mr. Lewis’ direct question: 
“Is this book taught at Southwestern?” a 
distinction was made, involving an educa- 
tional point of view and the meaning of 
the word “taught.” 

The quotations gleaned from Professor 
Enslin’s book are not the interpretations of 
the Bible taught at Southwestern. These 
are the most extreme statements and views 
of Dr. Enslin, and the students using the 
book are guided into points of view which 
take sharp issue with these negative con- 
clusions. 

At the same time, it was held that Pro- 
fessor Enslin has written an important 
book, and in spite of the faults noted, 
many of the results of modern research in 
New. Testament studies are here made 
available to the student. 
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Dr. Enslin is not always the scholar; at 
times he is only a critic with an iconocla- 
stic spirit; but, in the main, he is a ser- 
ious and competent workman whose book 
has value for the discriminating student. 

Educational points of view are thus con- 
trasted. Should students in college be in- 
troduced only to the traditional view of the 
Bible which prevailed a century ago, or 
should they become aware also of the flood 
of light which has been thrown on the 
Bible by the archaeological, linguistic, and 
historical studies of the last hundred 
years? Is there fear that investigation will 
destroy faith in the Bible, or do we believe 
that it can stand the scrutiny of the in- 
vestigator? 

An able student would recognize at once 
any suspicion of the churchman that pos- 
sibly the Bible should not be subjected to 
careful examination. 

It seems evident that the college class- 
room should be a place not only where the 
gospel is propagated, but also where the 
teacher who believes the Bible to be the 
truth about God may guide the student in 
a serious study of the Bible. 

Can we make any genuine study without 
the spirit of inquiry and investigation? 
Should not a student relate his study of 
the Bible to his other studies and to other 
points of view which he is encountering in 
his total educational experience? The 
modern student stands amid surging cur- 
rents of thought. 

Is the light of Christian truth to help 
him find his way among them? Or should 
the Bible be treated in isolation from his 
other studies and lose vital relation to his 
thought and life? 

The true purpose of Bible study was 
affirmed to be an effort to find the 
nature of the Bible; to grasp, and appro- 
priate for faith and action, the spiritual 
values of the Bible; and to gain a Christian 
orientation for understanding and _ be- 
havior. 

2. It was further pointed out that the 
use which is made of the Enslin book at 
Southwestern is in a tutorial program for 
advanced students only. It is used with 
majors in Bible, working either individ- 
ually or in groups of two or three with the 
professor, where a maximum of personal 
relation exists between professor and stu- 
dent. 

These students are pursuing advanced 
studies in Bible, and many books repre- 
senting the differing opinions which exist 
are considered. Careful guidance is given 
the student in his reading, and he is especi- 
ally fortified against extreme and negative 
views. 

It was also indicated that books which 
may be read uncritically do not exist. Since 
the student is certain to be confronted 
with many conflicting ideas about religion, 
both during and after his college years, it 
seems wise to help him clarify principles, 
and to gain experience in reading with 
discrimination. 

The books in use in Southwestern Bible 
courses are predominantly constructive, but 
a careful search of any book is likely to 
reveal weaknesses. It is an essential part 
of an education to learn to read with one’s 
critical faculties awake. 

W. J. MILLARD 

Dr. Millard also expressed his disapprov- 

al of the negative elements in Enslin’s 


book; and he agreed that the student needs 
faculty guidance and the best books which 
are available. 

T. K. YOUNG 

Dr. Young distinguished between the 
functions of the preacher in the pulpit and 
the teacher in the class-room. In the pulpit 
it is the business of the minister to proclaim 
the gospel with simple clarity, and to 
declare the whole counsel of God as re- 
vealed in the Scriptures. 

In the class-room the teacher has the 
responsibility to consider the claims of the 
Bible as a book of divine revelation, to 
examine its nature in whatever light is 
available, and to open legitimate lines of 
inquiry as a faithful and honest investiga- 
tor. 

We believe that as honest searchers are 
willing to open their minds to God as 
revealed by Jesus, the Christian religion 
will commend itself to them as truth of 
the highest order. 


T. WALKER LEWIS 

Mr. Lewis said he was not surprised, but 
was disappointed that he did not find in 
this group a demand that Enslin’s book, 
and any others which expressed any views 
or statements out of keeping with the 
fundamentalist postion, be banned from the 
college curriculum. 

ED. NOTE—First let us say that in Dr. 
Bell’s article entitled “Poison the 
Stream” published in the October 18, 1950 
issue of Tue SouTHERN PRESBYTERIAN 
Journat, all names of individuals and 
institutions were left out. 

However, since the publication of this 
article, which had reference to South- 
western and particularly the Bible course 
taught by Dr. Kinney, we have had a 
number of letters from those who have 
either attended classes or who have mem- 
bers of their families attending these 
classes who have borne testimony to the 
truth contained in Dr. Bell’s article. 

Dr. Kinney’s statement, printed above, is 
unsatisfactory for the simple reason that 
since the printing of Dr. Bell’s article we 
have received additional proof that the 
method of teaching employed /s upsetting 
the faith of some of the young people 
taking this course. 

One student states, “We are taught 
several ways to interpret the Bible and we 
are given the different books to read, etc., 
then we can make up our minds as to 
what we want to believe.’? We do not feel 
that the faith of the students has been 
adequately safeguarded, as Dr. Kinney 
states. 

We also heartily dissent from Dr. Kin- 
ney’s statement that “Dr. Enslin is a 
serious student and competent workman 
whose book has value for the discriminat- 
ing student.” We have Dr. Enslin’s book 
before us and we refuse to consider any 
man “competent”? whose considered con- 
clusions are a completely destructive at- 
titude to the Bible. 

According to him much of the Bible is a 
pious fraud with other parts folk-lore or 
untrue. We will gladly submit this book to 
any group of ministers, or interested lay- 
men, and ask whether it is suitable for 
students without the most careful refuta- 
tion by their teachers. Dr. Bell’s classifica- 
tion is well taken—it is poison. 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


This article was published only after 
long consultation and much prayer. The 
reports of students who had been affected, 
and the objectionable features of the book 
were submitted to Mr. T. Walker Lewis, 

member of the Board of Directors of 
Southwestern and vice-chairman of the 
Corporation. 

Mr. Lewis was also Chairman of the 
Campaign Committee which recently raised 
a large sum for Southwestern. It was only 
after Mr. Lewis had an unsatisfactory con- 
ference on the matter and had so reported 
to us that we went ahead with publication. 

We have now conferred with Mr. Lewis 
by telephone and he tells us he has received 
numerous calls since the publication of this 
article confirming the situation which has 
been brought to light. He also states that 
in his conference with Dr. Kinney, Dr. 
Kinney said Dr. Enslin’s book is used with 
both Freshman and Senior classes. 

No one connected with this Journal 
objects to all the light and information 
possible being thrown on the Bible to 
increase the faith of students in the Bible. 
It is true that the “modern student stands 
amid surging currents of thought.” This 
makes it all the more important that the 
Bible department of a Christian institution 
should enable them to plant their feet on 
the Rock. 

A book such as that by Dr. Enslin would 
dash the faith of all but the most mature 
and believing student of the Bible. 

We would feel much happier if instead 
of the above defense of such a book in the 
curriculum there had been a frank admis- 
sion that its use had been a mistake and 
that it would not only be withdrawn from 
use but also that greater care will be exer- 
cised in the future in showing students the 
dangers of the destructive critical view- 
point and why we believe the Bible to be 
the Word of God, the infallible rule of 
faith and practice. —H.B.D. 


Sir: 

For several years I have subscribed to 
and have read Tue Sovrnern Prespy- 
TERIAN JourRNAL. I think you are doing a 


great work and doing it very well. If I 
should make a criticism, it would be with 
constructive intent, for I am anxious that 
you may be able to save the Southern Pres- 
byterian Church for the gospel, or at least 
bring into being a vigorous continuing 
Presbyterian church. 

The opposed forces are alert to take ad- 
vantage of any mistake the faithful may 
make and in order to reduce these, may I 
speak of your article in the issue of October 
18, entitled “Poison In The Stream.” I 
assure you that my criticism is made in 
all kindness and with a genuine desire 
toward the same ends you desire. But there 
is one specific point and one more general 
point, I would like to bring to your atten- 
tion. 

On page 8, column 2, you refer to a 
professor of logic who taught you that a 
false premise will inevitably lead to a 
false conclusion. If the professor indeed 
taught this, I am bold to say that he was 
incompetent in logic. A false premise may 
validly lead to a true conclusion. For ex- 
ample: All the heroes of Homer’s Illiad 
died young (false); Alexander was a hero 
of the /iliad (false); therefore, (validly) 
it follows that Alexander died young. The 
accepted logical doctrine, accepted for two 
thousand years is that a false premise 
validly implies anything. Therefore, it can 
imply true as well as false conclusions. In 
modern symbolic logic this is expressed as 
“zero implies one.” 


There is a more general comment I 
would like to make—not with the same 
dispatch and emphasis, yet with a hope that 
it may be of help. I not only teach logic, 
but I teach the philosophy of religion. And 
I use books as poisonous as Enslin’s. But 
the effect on students does not come so 
much from books as from the instructor in 
using them. I can use these books and show 
their prejudice, their lack of evidence and 
their fallacies. Someone else might produce 
a totally different effect. It seems to me 
therefore that you will never make much 
progress attacking colleges or seminaries on 
the ground that they use such books. The 
standard answer in such cases is too obvi- 


ously true, vis., that the students need to 
know what is being said in the professorial 
world. I am distressed that I cannot indi- 
cate a better approach. My little wisdom is 
limited to the opinion that an attack on 
text books is the wrong approach. The basic 
factor is to insure the orthodoxy of the 
faculty and when this weakens I do not 
know how to go about correcting it. A 
new president is probably needed, or a new 
board of directors. And on such matters I 
am sure you are wiser than I. 

Let me assure you again that I write in 
the spirit of co-operation; and if any 
phrases here appear harsh or summary, or 
in any way displease you, I must humbly 
apologize. 

Gordon H. Clark, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 


ED— We accept and appreciate Dr. 
Clark’s correction with reference to the 
outcome of a false premise. However, with 
reference to his criticism of paragraph 4, 
Dr. Clark overlooked two important para- 
graphs in this article. They were as follows: 

“Our objection is not that such books 
are included in courses given in Bible. It is 
only by knowing the denials which are 
current and the reasons for our faith that 
students can go out into a world properly 
prepared. 

“The thing to which we make strong ob- 
jection is the method of giving students 
such books without at the same time direct- 
ing their thinking to combat them. It is 
this negative method of teaching which is 
sapping faith and convictions from those 
who so greatly need both, not only for 
their own Christian experience but also to 
enable them to be effective witnesses in 
our time.” 

We know something of Dr. Clark’s 
ability as a philosopher and teacher and 
rejoice in the work he has so ably done in 
strengthening the faith of students. His 
analysis of the “Auburn Affirmation” was 
one of the most devasting documents we 
have ever read.—L.N.B. 

See Editorial, “Poison—Continued” in 
this issue.—ED. 


Mr. Chalmers W. Alexander 
Rev. C. T. Caldwell, D.D. 
Rev. R. Wilbur Cousar, D.D. 
Rev. W. G. Foster, D.D. 
Rev. W. H. Frazer, D.D. 
Rev. D. S. Gage, D.D. 


Mr. Frank M. Akers, Jr. 

Mr. Richardson Ayres 

Dr. L. Nelson Bell, Sec.-Treas. 
Rev. R. Wilbur Cousar, D.D. 
Mr. Harvey G. Davis 

Rev. Henry B. Dendy, D.D. 


Mr. Chas. C. Dickinson, Chairman 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


The Journal has no official connection with the Presbyterian Church in the United States 
Rev. Henry B. Dendy, D.D., Editor 
Dr. L. Nelson Bell, Associate Editor ..... 


Weaverville, N.C. 
.. Asheville, N.C. 


Mr. A. Douglas Reed, Assistant to the Editor _......... Weaverville, N.C. 


CONTRIBUTING EDITORS 
Rev. Samuel McP. Glasgow, D.D. 
Rev. Robert F. Gribble, D.D. 

Rev. Edward Mack, D.D. 

Rev. Chas. G. McClure, D.D. 

Dr. J. Park McCallie 

Rev. J. Kenton Parker 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
Mr. S. Donald Fortson 
Rev. Samuel McP. Glasgow, D.D. 
Mr. Tom Glasgow 
Mr. W. Gettys Guille 
Rev. R. E. Hough, D.D. 
Mr. Horace Hull 
Mr. Kenneth Keyes 


Rev. John R. Richardson, D.D. 
Rev. Wm. Childs Robinson, D.D. 
Rev. Wade C. Smith 

Rev. Cary N. Weisiger, III, D.D. 
Rev. W. Twyman Williams, D.D. 


Mr. T. Walker Lewis 

Mr. T. S. McPheeters 

Rev. T. A. Painter, D.D. 

Mr. V. G. Phillips 

Rev. John R. Richardson, D.D. 
Mr. H. D. Vance 

Mr. W. R. Willauer 


The Southern Presbyterian Journal, a Presbyterian weekly magazine devoted to the statement, defense and propagation of 
the Gosvel, the faith which was once for all delivered unto the saints, published every Wednesday by The Southern Presby- 
terian Journal, Inc., in Weaverville, N. ©. Entered as second-class matter May 15, 1942, at the Post Office at Weaverville, 


N. C.. under the Act of March 3, 1879. Vol. IX, No. 20, November 15, 1950. $2.50 a year. 


NOVEMBER 15. 1950 


38 
e 
d 
it 
C- 
e 
ie 
is 
f 
re 
as 
f 
t 
ic 
ic 
Te 
N 
id 
is 
4 
se 
is 
at 
e 
1g 
it 
to 
el 
cy 
n- 
an 
ly 
it- 
a 
[oO 
y- 
ofr 
a- 
a- 
L 


EDITORIAL 


At The Top Level 


“The God in Whose hand thy breath is, and 
whose are all thy ways, hast thou not glorified.” 
Dan 5:23. 


We stop at the foot of the heights. We dwell 
contentedly at the gate of the castle. When we are 
satisfied with only matriculation, a college educa- 
tion will never be ours. 


God has given Heaven’s highest and He is never 
satisfied with low and lagging response from us. 
One is stirred by the way the old worthies give the 
top challenge to the most unpromising possibilities 
among men. Here’s Belshazzar, rich, great, power- 
ful, soiled sordid, debauched; and yet Daniel points 
him to the spiritual heights and not to the mere 
beginnings of spiritual interest. 


He in effect says: “You breathe, O king, because 
God permits it. Every breath you draw marks you 
as a pensioner of the Almighty. All your life and 
its experiences are under the hand of God. Him you 
disdain, Him you do not hear or heed. Unconcerned 
you stumble through the mud of life. You were 
born to glorify Him, to use your powers and 
privileges to give glory to His name. You have 
seen in those about you and those gone before you 
the tragic darkness of scorning Jehovah and blas- 
pheming His holy name. Yet, knowing all this, on 
and on you go in the soiled degradation of a corrupt 
court.” 


If Daniel was right and fair in the high standard 
that he demanded of this corrupt, Oriental monarch 
where does our compromising and fog-fettered 
generation appear’ We stop at the door and settle 
there. It’s good but not enough to hear the Gospel 
and its glad invitation. Its good but not enough to 
accept the sacrament of baptism and give the testi- 
mony of church membership. 


These and much more are good and necessary, 
but all of these are only way-stations. The Christian, 
in every generation, has a mountain-top place and 
obligation. If he misses that he misses much. God’s 
expectations are fair, explicit and positive. An 
acetic life of negations fall far short. 


A life of cold, bitter orthodoxy is tragically in- 
complete. God expects of us at least a loyalty 
superior to men’s dedication to human ideologies. 
Why should this world believe we belong to the 
Lord of Glory when they never discover in our 


lives the glow and thrill and ecstacy of such a 
possession ? 


_ Did we daily live on that high level, what an 
impact, what a testimony, what a power, in this 
broken, bewildered world the Christian and the 
Christian church would be! 
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Nothing short of this can hope to arrest or 
interest a world satiated with crises and full of 
lesser loyalties that command and receive much 
higher devotion and dedication. 


The fact that this is the order of the day in no 
sense condones our pitiful playing with eternalities. 
Daniel knew only one kind of a God, a God to be 
made glorious, to be most highly and exclusively 
exalted by the dedication and complete commitment 


of His true followers. —S.McPh.G. 


The King “Upon His Knees” 
II. Chron. 6:13. 


Solomon was at his best when “upon his knees” 
he spread out his hands in humble supplication for 
his people; not when he was on his ivory throne, 
overlaid with gold. Presidents, princess and rulers 
of this world are all ‘“‘at their best” when they are 
upon their knees. If the United Nations Assembly 
would fall down before the one God and Savior and 
look unto Him, we could hope for peace in our 
world. What we need at Lake Success is not bitter 
debates but humble hearts. 


A church is at its best when upon its knees; 
preachers, elders, deacons, teachers and members. 
The prayer meeting is the power house of the 
church. 


Parents are at their best when, around the family 
altar, they lead their children to the throne of 
grace. 


Surely with the world in its most critical stage, 
it is time for us all to humble ourselves even as 
Solomon did, and cry out for mercy, for pardon, 
for enlightment, for power. —J.K.P. 


Call For Protestant Mass 
Challenged In USA Church 


In the October 23 issue of Monday Morning, 
the Rev. H. K. Lawrence of Royal Oak, Mich., has 
challenged articles in two earlier copies of Monday 
Morning advocating a Protestant Mass. Among 
other things Lawrence cites Calvin, Institutes IV. 
eviii, thus: “The Papal Mass (is) not only a Sac- 
rilegious Profanation of the Lord’s Supper, but a 
total annihilation of it.” 


In the same issue, Rev. R. S. Lutz of Denver 
objects to the high church vestments earlier ad- 
vocated. Lutz well says: “It seems to me that there 
is just one thing which should separate any Chris- 
tian, be he minister or layman, from other people in 


’ this world, and that is his quality of life! Not 


special clothers but a new life.” 


More power to the men of Protestant faith in the 
U.S.A. fold! —Wnm.C.R. 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


“God Has No Grandchildren” 


(Reprinted from THE JOURNAL, 
November 1, 1947) 


This startling statement appeared in an article we 
read recently. At first it sounds facetious but it ex- 
presses a truth of the deepest significance. 


Despite the doctrine of the Fatherhood of God 
and the Brotherhood of Man whch is so popular 
and so widespread the fact remains that only those 
who are born-agan are the children of God in the 
spiritual sense. 


God is the Father of all men by creation but the 
Bible plainly teaches that only those who have been 
born into the household of faith by accepting Christ 
as Savior stand in the true relationship of sons of 
our Heavenly Father. 


Jesus, speaking to His carping critics said: “If 
God were your Father, ye would love Me: for | 
proceeded forth and came from God; neither came 
I of myself, but he sent me. Why do ye not under- 
stand my speech? even because ye cannot hear my 
word, Ye are of your Father, the devil, and the 
lusts of your father ye will do.” 


Yes, it is true: “God has no grandchildren.” 
Every man must stand by his own faith, or fall be- 
cause of his lack of it. We bring our children to the 
Lord, dedicate them in baptism and pray for them 
and God hears our prayers. But their salvation 
depends solely on their own faith in the Lord Jesus 
Christ. 


Preaching is usually to large groups and masses 
may be swayed to Him by the work of the Holy 
Spirit, but they come one by one, in humble re- 
pentance and acceptance of salvation, or they come 


not at all. —LL.N.B. 


The Life Of A Christian Man-/V 


Bearing The Cross: 
A Branch Of Self-Denial. 


“He who will have a Christian life without 
suffering, must devise for himself a quite different 
kind of a Christ.’”’ Or as Goumaz has summarized 
Calvin, “The bearing of the cross marks the sum- 
mit of Christian renunciation, it gives its savour to 


our piety toward God and our justice toward our 
neighbor.” 


As members of Christ’s body we ought to be 
always ready for the fellowship of the Cross. It is 
the will of our heavenly Father to exercise His 
children this way. “Having begun with Christ, He 
pursues this method toward all His children.” 


The whole life of Christ was a kind of perpetual 
cross, and the light of the heavenly teaching comes 
to us above all from Christ who is our sun. The 
more we are afflicted by adversities, the more our 
fellowship with Christ is confirmed. 
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God lays the cross upon us to teach us how frail 
we are, to destroy our confidence in our own 
strength, to repress our arrogance, that being 
humbled we may learn to invoke His strength. 


By losses, sicknesses, sorrows and other calamities 
we learn to divest ourselves of corrupt confidence in 
the flesh and to betake ourselves to the grace of 
God—to rely on the Divine strength. “It is whole- 
some to remember that we are not made of iron, 
but that we are mortal men in all weakness. 


‘It is good that God lets us feel that He is by our 
side in our troubles so that we do not succomb.” 
The Christian can rejoice in tribulation (Rom. 
5:3), because in all his pain and sorrow there is 


given him the glorious comfort of the Father’s 
hand. 


By bearing the cross with patience we learn to 
transfer our confidence from ourselves to God alone. 
Another end God has in view in afflicting His 
children is to teach us obedience and so to subdue 
us unto Himself. “He afflicts us not to ruin or 
destroy us, but rather to deliver us from the con- 
demnation of the world.” 


It is a source of peculiar consolation when we 
suffer persecution for righteousness sake. This is 
preeminently for the defense of the Gospel, but 
Calvin also regards it “as for righteousness sake” 
when we are molested in the vindication of any just 
cause. 


If we are stripped of our property for the testi- 
mony of Christ, we thereby obtain an increase of 
true riches with God in heaven; if we are banished 
from our country, we are more intimately received 
into the family of God; if we meet with vexation 
and contempt, we are so much the more firmly 
rooted in Christ. Paul expressly tells us that perse- 


cutions and reproaches await us “because we trust 
in the living God.” 


We are to endure our afflictions not in that iron- 
hearted philosophy of Stoicism, but with our Lord 
who wept both for his own calamities and for those 
of others. 


But the Christian has such a great reverence for 
God and such an unreserved obedience to him that 
he is able to overcome all contrary affections and 
submit to His appointments. Thus we shed the tears 


due to nature at the funerals of our friends, but we 
submit to God’s will. 


“Our most merciful Father affords us consolation 
also in this respect, by declaring that even in afflict- 
ing us with the cross, He promotes our salvation,” 
and so “even the bitterness of the cross is tempered 
with spiritual joy.” 


Calvin longed for children and his enemies twit- 
ted him with having none. When his two-weeks old 
baby died, Calvin wrote a friend: “God has in- 
flicted a grievous and sharp wound by the death of 
our little one: but He is our Father and knows what 


is best for His children.” —Wm.C.R. 
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Three Types Of Unity 


(Reprinted from The Associate 
Reformed Presbyterian) 


The constant talk and writing on the subject of 
unity, especially the union of churches and denomi- 
nations, calls for thought and provokes the follow- 
ing observations. There are, manifestly, three types 
of unity or unanimity; and unity may be good or 
bad, depending upon the type. 


First, there is the unity of acquiescence. This is 
illustrated by the familiar “yes man” type. In such a 
case, it is presumed that all the decisions are made, 
and indeed all the thinking done, by a sort of “brain 
trust” to which all give assent. It may also, and 
usually does, take the form of vested authority, po- 
litical or ecclesiastical; and unity is achieved by 
acquiescence and obedience to an accepted and super- 
imposed authority. Of that sort of “unity,”’ we Bap- 
tists will not partake. If any sort of proposed alli- 
ance or union carries with it any idea of acquies- 
cence to any ideas which we do not accept fully or 
obedience to any superimposed authority, we can 
not accept it as a desirable type of unity. 


In the second place, there is the unity of indiffer- 
ence and inactivity. A good illustration might be 
some churches we have seen! An absence of differ- 
ence may be mere indifference and a lack of conflict- 
ing action may be achieved through united inactivity. 
One gets the impression that this is the sort of 
“union” that is achieved when certain religious 
bodies “‘co-operate” so amicably while the records of 
accomplishment in evangelism and all other Chris- 
tian service are very small. The “unity” may be 
merely “unanimity of indifference” in which nobody 
takes anything very seriously and there is, therefore, 
no division; and the “co-operation” may be a mere 
lack of vigorous operation and, hence, no conflict. 
Such a “unity” is easy to achieve; in fact, it is not 
achieved at all but merely accepted; but what is it 
worth? Not much, certainly. 


In the third place, there is the unity of active co- 
operation. This is the real thing. When free people 
are drawn together by devotion to Christ and by 
mutual and voluntary acceptance of great truths, 
ideas, and ideals, and give themselves in united sup- 
port of great, common objectives, a real unity (of 
spirit) is achieved. This sort of unity does not come 
by passive acquiescence, nor does it come by indifter- 
ence and inactivity; rather it comes out of deep 
searchings of heart and serious thought, and it issues 
in deep convictions, brave commitments, and mighty 
efforts. Such a unity has power, and its power pro- 
duces results. Of such unity there is not yet enough 
and to work toward its achievement is the privilege 
and duty of every Christian. 


As Christians and as Baptists we are not then op- 
posed to Christian unity, God forbid; but we are 
concerned with reality as against formality. Right 
here, so it seems, is the crux of all the controversy 


over church union. The “scandal of Christianity” is 
not its divisions so much as it is its perversions by 
those who would reduce it to a mere system of ethics 
and innocuous platitudes and who “have a form of 
godliness but deny the power thereof,” and all in 
the name of unity. We want the real thing. 


These thoughts are, obviously, not original with 
us; neither are they new. They are important, how- 
ever; and they are recorded, lest some might forget 
them and, forgetting them, be led astray by a good 
word wrongly used. —The Baptist Courier. 


The Lord Jesus Not 
The Virgin Mary 


On All Saints Day, November 1, 1950 the Pope 
enunciated a new dogma. He declared that Mary 
had been taken to heaven in body as well as in soul. 
Anglican leaders declared that this new dogma of 
the bodily Assumption of the Virgin Mary into 
Heaven had made the breach between the Roman 
Catholic and the Protestant faith wider. 


Pastor Pierre Maury, President of the National 
Council of the French Reformed Church and 
formerly Professor of Christian Dogmatics at the 
University of Paris emphasized the distress of the 
Protestants at seeing “not only Roman piety, but 
Roman faith itself trained on an object (the Vir- 
gin) and an intercession other than the one and all 
sufficient Mediator, Jesus Christ.” ‘“‘Who can 
without contradicting the New Testament exalt 
any other than Him Who was alone raised to sit on 


the right hand of God ?” —Wnm. C. R. 


The Yellow Peril 
May Be Red 


We have just heard Howard K. Smith reporting 
over CBS from London. One sentence in his gloomy 
report was this: “The greatest weakness of our im- 
mediate past has been a sheer lack of imagination 
regarding the Far East.” 


This writer has tried for months to impress on 
the readers of THE JouRNAL that our Far Eastern 
policies have been a tragic mistake. They have been 
based on joor judgement, prejudice and an ignor- 
ance of China. Much can happen between the time 
these lines are written and the date of publication. 
At present there seems grave danger that American 
fighting forces in Korea will find themselves con- 
fronted with a formidable and almost inexhaustible 
Chinese Communist Army. 


Such a tragedy should never have eventuated. If 
it does the responsibility should be placed squarely 
on those men who condoned and coddled and mis- 
represented Chinese Communism to the American 
public. 


What can be done? It is imperative that Amer- 
icans with a knowledge of China, her language, her 
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customs, her people, be placed in positions of imme- 
diate leadership. Dr. Walter Judd, one of the ablest 
men in Congress and one of the strongest propon- 
ents of a different policy towards China, should 
have his ability recognized and he should be given a 
place of leadership in the Far Eastern Division of 
our State Department. 


Again, a conference of men who know China 
should be called and a program of winning China 
away from her Communist leaders should be devel- 
oped. We do not believe this is wishful thinking. 
We have reason to believe that there are methods 
immediately available and avenues of using these 
methods, which could in a few short months com- 
pletely demoralize the Communist regime and with 
it their anti-American line. 


If partisan politics are to prevail such a plan is 
impossible. Also, if the advisers and leaders who are 
mainly responsible for the present debacle, are to 
continue in places of authority the situation is hope- 
less. If a ship’s pilot had already run his ship on the 
rocks and persisted in trying to steer the same course 
he would be summarily dismissed. Im our govern- 
ment we have a situation infinitely worse. If the 
present course is permitted to continue we may find 
“The Yellow Peril” an immediate reality. 


Christian citizens need to forget their party align- 
ments. They need to “pray like nothing else will do 
any good and bombard their representatives in 
Washington like that alone will work.” —L.N.R. 


Elijah’s Prayer On 
Mount Carmel 


James 5:17 tells us Elijah prayed earnestly and 
fervently for rain and his prayer for rain was 
effectual. We do not have the words he used in his 
prayer for rain but we do have the words he used 
in his prayer for fire to come from heaven and 
consume the sacrifice on the altar. 


I. He made an appeal to the covenant-keeping 
God. “Lord God of Abraham, Isaac, and of Israel.”’ 
God had promised to be the God of these men and 
their descendants from generation to generation. 
When we lay hold of the promises of God we may 
be sure our prayers will be answered. 


II. Elijah had a burning zeal for the glory of 
God. “Let it be known this day that thou art God 
in Israel.”’ A few days later when he was discourag- 
ed and heart broken, God asked him, “What doest 
thou here Elijah?” 


He replied, “I have been very jealous for the 
Lord God of Hosts, for the children of Israel have 
forsaken thy covenant, thrown down thine altars, 
and slain thy prophets with the sword, and I, even 
1 only, am left and they seek my life to take it 
away.” 


Notice those personal pronouns! It was God’s 


covenant they had forsaken, God’s altars they had 
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thrown down, and God’s prophets they had slain 
with the sword. God’s cause, God’s honor, and 
God’s glory were at stake. Do we pray like that? 


III. Elijah had a profound conviction that he was 
a servant of God. “‘Let it be known this day ... that 
1 am thy servant.”” Though he stood alone—one 
man against a thousand, yea even ten thousand, he 
was unafraid. He was serving God and God and 
one make a majority. He believed as Paul said 
later, “If God be for us, who can be against us?” 


IV. Elijah had a profound conviction that he was 
not only a servant of God but that God was leading 
him. “Let it be known this day that I am thy ser- 
_ and that I have done all these things at thy 
word. 


“For as many as are led by the Spirit of God 
they are the sons of God.” Rom. 8:14. 


Now Elijah is prepared to present his petition: 
‘‘Hear me! O Lord, hear me! that this people may 
know that thou art the Lord God and that thou 
hast turned their hearts back again.” 


Then Elijah stepped back and the fire came down 
from heaven to consume the sacrifice on the altar. 
Then the people cried, “Jehovah is the God! 
Jehovah is the God!” 


The Lord God of Elijah is still on the throne 
ready to send down fire from heaven, as he did on 
the day of Pentecost, if God’s people will only pray 
as Elijah prayed. —J.E.F. 


Shall We Cry 
Peace - Peace! When There Is No Peace? 


From time to time THE JOURNAL receives letters 
from those who express a oneness with us in belief 
but who chide us for carrying too many articles 
and editorials of a controversial nature. 


Such letters do not go unheeded. We are keenly 
aware of our limitations and of how easy it is to 
make mistakes. We also know in our hearts that 
our one desire is to honor our Lord and His Word. 
This sincerity of purpose we must also accord to 
many who disagree with our position. 


At the same time, just as in the political set-up 
in our nation we detect an unmistakable trend 
towards a so-called welfare state, where the individ- 
ual trades his freedom for security, intellectual in- 
dependence for regimentation and personal independ- 
ence for centralization of authority; so we firmly 
believe there is a trend in the Church towards the 
same loss of freedoms and values, the both of which 
have been the heritage and the blessing of individ- 
uals and nations since the Reformation. 


The Roman Church has stood for centralization 
of power, regimentation of the masses and supreme 
authority of the Church. The Protestant Church 
has stood for limited power of Church leaders, 
freedom of the individual and the supreme authority 
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of Christ the King; the individual being responsible 
to Him without benefit or hindrance of intermedi- 
ary, whether that be priest or Church. 


The ecumenical movement, insofar as it is a move- 
ment towards expression of the oneness of all who 
are in Christ, is worthy of full approval and sup- 
port. The weakness of the ecumenical movement 
today is that it plays down the content and object 
of Christian faith, thereby making it possible to in- 
clude all shades of belief and unbelief. 


The Church has never prospered on a basis of a 
diluted or compromised faith. It is here that this 
Journal takes issue with the proponents of such an 
inclusive movement. Christianity is an exclusive 
religion, one stressing certain great truths with 
reference to the person and work of our Lord. We 
believe that a toning down of such beliefs is done 
only at great loss to those who accept and propagate 
such an attenuated gospel. 


We believe that the Church has been strong and 
grown in its world-wide mission as it has unequivoc- 
ally stood for such fixed doctrines: and we believe 
that the spiritual influence of the Church will de- 
crease in direct proportion as such doctrines are be- 
littled or denied. 


As a concrete illustration of this problem we cite 
the following. We recently saw a letter from one 
of the executive leaders of a great interdenomina- 
tional project now in the making. It was in reply 
to an inquiry as to whether this organization, seek- 
ing the support of all the Protestant denominations, 
would include some sort of doctrinal statement as 
the basis of cooperation. He replied, “I do not think 
there would be any liklihood whatsoever—of adopt- 
ing any doctrinal statement as the condition of co- 
operation, regardless of what the doctrinal state- 
ment might be.” 


THE JOURNAL feels that projected Christian 
work, without any basis of united doctrinal belief, 
is destined, of necessity, to failure as a spiritual 
force. Christianity is faith in something which is 
real. If such faith cannot be stated and proclaimed 
the resulting compromise is not worth the effort. 


Therefore, regretting the recurring articles and 
editorials of a controversial nature, we still feel that 
a faithful witness for the truth requires, if necessary, 
controversy. Our one prayer is that we may do 
this in a spirit of love, conciliation and humility. 


Shall we cry peace, peace! when there is no 
peace? —L.N.B. 


““Poison”—Continued 


Our recent article, “Poison In The Stream’’® has 
brought a remarkable influx of correspondence, 
almost all of it corroborating this article and stating 


the urgent need for effective action. 


The teaching of the Bible in a Christian institu- 
tion is, or should be, the greatest single contribution 
to the Christian education of our young people. 
Without a knowledge of, a reverence for and a trust 
in the Bible, no person is prepared for the problems 


of life. 


Therefore, what is taught about the Bible is of 
the greatest possible importance, because, what is 
taught will eventually be what is believed by the 
students. Futhermore, what is believed by the 
student about the Word of God vitally affects the 
faith and the life of the individual. 


The importance of the Department of Bible in 
a Christian institution cannot be overestimated. In 
our original article we made it clear that our 
objection is not to the books which are used in 
courses in the Bible. Books denying the Scripture 
have their rightful place in the curriculum because 
by knowing of such denials, our young people are 
thereby prepared to go out into the world with a 
positive faith and with the ability to meet the 
spiritual, moral and social problems which they 
must face. 


But when such books are given young people for 
reference without at the same time adequately point- 
ing out their failures and fallacies, their denials of 
truth, their unregenerate attitude toward the Bible, 
such books do untold harm and those who recom- 
mend their use must assume the responsibility for 
the resulting destruction of faith. 


What shall be done? This is a relevant question 
and one which requires both prayer and action. We 
would suggest that in the first place Christian 
parents should find out what is being taught their 
children about the Bible in the Christian institutions 
they attend. Is the Bible being honored with positive 
teaching or is it being denied? 


In the second place, presbyteries and synods should 
investigate and institute a thorough \check on the 
Bible departments of the institutions ¢oming under 
their jurisdiction. Be honest about it. If the Bible 
is being questioned or denied find out about it and 
report it. Do not white-wash any institution for the 


sake of personal friendships. Our loyalty comes first 
to our Lord and His Word. 


Finally, those who are asked to contribute to the 
support of Christian institutions have a right to 
know what is being taught in the Bible department. 
If such teaching is loyal to the Bible, support it, if 
disloyal, refuse to give one cent. 


There will immediately arise a clamor against this 
position. Several things will be said. “We must 
trust our brethern and leave such teachings to their 
best judgment.” To take this postion is unrealistic. 
The situation which we uncovered in “Poison In 
The Stream” is an actuality. Already there has been 


® Poison In The Stream, THE SOUTHERN PREs- 
BYTERIAN JOURNAL, October 18, 1950. 
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4 too trusting attitude on the part of some pérsofi 
or persons. 


Again, there will come a cry, “We cannot put 
our young people in an intellectual straight-jacket.” 
Who wants our young people in an intellectual 
straight-jacket? But when we commit them to a 
Christian institution we have the right to expect 
them to be taught the Christian truth, not needlessy 
exposed to denials of Christian truth. 


It is not putting them in an intellectual straight- 
jacket to train them to be lawyers in a law school. 
We expect those taking courses in engineering to 
emerge as engineers. We expect medical schools to 
train doctors. Certainly we have the right to expect 
Christian institutions to bolster Christian faith, not 
to impair or destroy it. 


Again, there may be heard the cry for “academic 
freedom.” The only freedom worthwhile is that 
which comes through Christ and such freedom is 
not license to deny His Word. 


Others will say that “faith in an absolutely re- 
liable Bible is scientifically and intellectually un- 
tenable.” We contend that such a position is scien- 
tifically true and intellectually tenable. In fact we 
contend that such a viewpoint is necessary, based on 
the claims of the Scriptures, by history, by existing 
reverent scholarship and by the lives and the work 
of those who hold that position today. Conversely, 
it can also be proven by the loss of spiritual power 
and effectiveness in the lives of those who hold 
otherwise. 


A stand must be taken. This should be done in 
the constituted courts of the church; sessions, pres- 
byteries, synods and General Assembly. Efforts may 
be made to silence those who so stand. Such efforts 
will be seen in ecclesiastical pressures in presbyteries, 
preferential treatment in securing churches and in 
ridciule in class rooms. 


Brethern, this is not a matter of minor import- 
ance. The membership of our church has the right 
to demand that when our children are sent to our 
church institutions their faith in and love for the 
Word of God will grow. When it is proven that, 
in some quarters,faith is being impaired, it is time 
for the righteous indignation and action such a 
situation demands. —L.N.B. 


GOWNS 
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For Later Years — A Good 
Income — From Today’s 
Gift To Missions 


Yes, you can make a gift to Foreign Missions 
and at the same time make a good investment 
for yourself ... through an Annuity Gift con- 
tract with our Board of World Missions. 


On whatever sum you wish to give to Foreign 
Missions, our Board will make a contract to 
pay you, or whomever you designate, a fixed 
semi-annual income for life, starting at such 
date as you may specify. 


The rate of income depends upon the age of 
the annuitant at the time the payments are 
to start. In general, it compares favorably 
with other high-grade investments. There are 
also certain income tax features which are 
beneficial to the donor. 


We will be glad to explain our Annuity Gift 
Plan in detail and to answer any questions you 
may wish to ask. For full information, write: 


CURRY B. HEARN 
Treasurer 
Boarp Or WorLD MIsSIONS 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 
IN THe U.S. 


P. O. Box 330 Nashville 1, Tenn. 
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The litle 
to Church 


Property 


By Tom Glasgow 


The Hon. Henry Davis, of Florence, S. C., re- 
cently released in the pages of THE JOURNAL the 
ablest treatise that I have yet seen on the subject of 
title to church property. 


In retrospect, I have wondered if many of the 
readers of his able and exhaustive article observed 
and fully realized the basic observation set forth 
therein, namely: the title to church property is a 
matter wholly determined by the civil laws of the 
several states and by the judgments of the civil 
courts—State and Federal—and that ecclestastical 
courts are wholly without jurisdiction or power to 
litigate the basic issue of the title to real estate. 
Further, Mr. Davis clearly stated (but I find many 
readers failed to note the importance!) that recent 
federal court decisions have reversed the principles 
laid down in what is popularly known as “The 
Walnut Street Decision,” in which case the federal 
courts took original jurisdiction and were governed 
in their findings by rulings satisfactory to them— 
the federal courts—irrespective of the decisions of 
state courts pertinent thereto. 


Later, federal decisions have reversed this posi- 
tion of the earlier federal court decisions and now 
hold—as ably set forth by Mr. Davis—that said 
federal courts are now “bound” by the earlier or 
former decisions of the State Supreme Court where 
the property in question is located. 


The object of this writer is to call the above to 
the attention of the reader of THE JOURNAL and 
to emphasize the statement appearing in_ italics 
above—‘where the property in question ts located.” 


In South Carolina, the State Supreme Court de- 
cisions seem clearly to indicate that “the congrega- 
tion” or “members” of any given Church after any 
property controversy has begun are those same per- 
sons who were considered “‘members in good stand- 
ing” just prior to the beginning of the property con- 
troversy. This is basically different and more equit- 
able and fair than the technical procedure followed 
in the Walnut Street proceedings. In that case, those 
former “‘members’’—who were formerly held to be 


in “good standing” as “normal regular members”— 
but who NOW—d1sagreed with “‘the powers that 
be,’ are NOW declared not to be members in good 
standing and the property given to that segment of 
the congregation who joined in and agreed with the 
General Assembly in whatever position it might 
hold, even though this segment receiving the prop- 
erty may be a minority of the former membership 
of the local congregation in question. It is believed 
that such a distortion of justice could not take place 
under the present court decisions in the State of 
South Carolina, as was ably set forth in Mr. Davis’ 
article above referred to. 


But what about North Carolina? A study of the 
North Carolina Supreme Court Decisions on this 
point are In no way as reassuring as is the case in 
the State of South Carolina. In fact, although un- 
able to find a case directly “in point,” it would ap- 
pear more than likely that the North Carolina Su- 
preme Court may follow very closely the reasoning 
set forth in the Walnut Street (Federal Court) 
Decision. In one North Carolina case, both factions 
of a Primitive Baptist Church had been members in 
good standing before the controversy arose over 
merging with another ecclesiastical body. A large 
majority of the local congregation opposed the 
merger. A small minority of the local congregation 
favored the merger. The decision in this case by the 
North Carolina Supreme Court was that this mi- 
nority was decreed as holding the title to the local 
church property in question because it agreed and 
sided with the views held by the Baptist Convention 
of which this local Church was a member. Although 
the facts of this case were not wholly “in point” 
with a similar case coming up under the Presby- 
terian system, these facts were so very nearly “in 
point’ that any North Carolina congregation, con- 
cerned as to the title of its church property at any 
future date will do well to have a competent lawyer 
look into this matter as to how the Supreme Court 
of the State of North Carolina seems to stand on 
this vital issue! Vhe same applies to interested 
churchmen everywhere—examine the record of your 
State Decisions regarding the title to church prop- 
erty. 


In the light of these facts and the apparent view 
already established by the Supreme Court of North 
Carolina, it is believed to be more than wise that 
any congregation, interested in establishing the title 
to its present church property, where it will unques- 
tionably be vested in the membership of the Church 
as now held in good and regular standing, that such 
church and congregation follow the lead of other 
churches of like concern who have incorporated their 
local Church under the formal procedure worked 
out and suggested by competent attorneys who have 
given careful consideration to the question here 
raised. (1 am sure Dr. Dendy, Editor of THE 
JouRNAL, will gladly give this data to any church 
Or congregation interested therein). Whether the 
fact of “incorporation” will afford adequate protec- 
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tion to the interested congregation remains a matter 
yet to be determined by normal litigation and court 
decision. It is, however, definitely belived by 
thoughtful and informed persons that such incor- 
poration will very definitely and materially 
strengthen the position of the local congregation 
before the court when such a question should arise. 


It should be kept clearly in mind that such an act 
of incorporation is not necessarily a pro-union or an 
anti-union act by the local congregation. It is pri- 
marily an act to insure that the title to property, 
which in many cases represents the sacrifice and lib- 
erality of the local membership, is placed definitely 
and legally in the hands of those members who are 
now believed to be the owners thereof but who, in 
other instances, have later been divested by court 
decree from the title to property which they had 
labored to build and sacrificed to maintain—only to 
find themselves evicted from their own property! 


If at a later date the congregation of an incor- 
porated church elects to join in any union that may 


arise with other ecclesiastical bodies, the fact that 
they are incorporated in no way will prevent their 
voting to worship with and be an ecclesiastical affli- 
ated member of the new body. However if they do 
NOT desire to be carried into such a union, this 
act of incorporation may stand them in good stead 
when the title to their property becomes an actual 
and vital issue! It will be too late then to seek pro- 
tection by incorporation! 


We repeat—we believe Mr. Davis is wholly cor- 
rect in his statement that the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the State where the property is located 
will govern as to the title to your property. We will 
all do well to examine into the decisions of our re- 
spective Supreme Courts on this important issue. In 
the case of North Carolina, such an examination 
would appear to support the wisdom of those who 
have or now contemplate the incorporation of their 
local property for the benefit of the present members 
in good standing and those who may join with them 
in the normal operation of the Church in the years 


ahead. 


The Church In China Carries On 
By Frank A. Brown 


Our 18 missionaries, (six men and twelve wo- 
men), have been alerted by events. During the past 
summer they planned with Chinese leaders for 
transfer to the native church mission property and 
control of all the work. 


They will soon be telling us of this reorganiza- 
tion and the home church eagerly awaits the news. 
But it is even more important to keep abreast of the 
spiritual condition of the church. The following 
report highlights some recent events. 


The Salt City—Yiencheng 


This was the last of our twelve stations opened 
just 40 years ago. It was made famous by the sacri- 
ficial work of eight devoted missionaries. Since 1937 
it has suffered more than any field from Japanese 
and Communist persecution. 


Churches were confiscated or destroyed, the 
Christian scattered, and two of our pastors cruelly 
murdered. The names of these martyrs, and those 
in Haichow, should be on the roll of honor of our 
church. 


Missionaries were warned not to return at the 
peril of their lives. Since Pearl Harbor no missionary 
has been able to live there. Only once since then 
has a missionary dared to visit the field. Mr. Mc- 
Lauchlin, at great personal danger, passed through 
the whole field alone in 1946, bringing to us a 
description of the sufferings of the Christians that 
was heart-rending. 


Through this reign of terror the mission has done 
all in its power to send messages of sympathy and 
to cheer them with supplies and money. What have 
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we today? On August 1, 1950 three pastors and 
Bible women re-entered this stricken field, two 
others having preceeded them. They carried extra 
supplies of Bibles and hymn books to replace those 
destroyed. 


Every week since then reports have reached 
Taichow—the spring board from which these rein- 
forcements went out—telling of revivals wherever 
they have gone and the joy of the Christians. Surely 
the home church is awaiting a fuller report of this 
dramatic adventure. 


Taichow 

] spent one year in Taichow in 1910. As I recall 
we did not then have a single Christian. The China 
Inland Mission had entered this city many years 
before, but found the results so meagre and hearts 
so hard that they had practically given up their 
work there. 


Now we have churches and chapels scattered all 
over this vast field of two million souls. On August 
13, 1950, 35 new members (ages 15-72) joined 
just one of these churches on profession of faith. 
One family recently held a Christian reunion. Four 
generations were present of whom 27 are baptized 
Christians. 


Our Hospitals 


The mission has seven hospitals still running. 
Kiangyin is happy about securing their new superin- 
tendent, a doctor of Christian earnestness. 


They write: “the Lord worked a miracle in bring- 
ing Dr. Kou to us. The Sarah Walkup hospital at 
Taichow sheds its healing beams afar. While parades 
still publicize anti-American propaganda, these same 
Communists bring their sick and wounded to the 
healing hands of Dr. Nelson and his staff. 
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When patients return home they carry Bibles, 
and some have written back that they have found 
the Lord: “Who knows,” says Dr. Richardson, “but 
that the whole missionary enterprise in China may 
be saved for posterity by the consecrated efforts of 
our doctors and nurses.” 


Our great Goldsby King hospital, located by the 
broad waters of the Yangtse, under the courageous 
leadership of Misses Dunlap, Worth, and Wood, 
has weathered the storm so far. The people are 
friendly, the government officials cooperative, and 
the staff loyal. 


Kashing hospital has just sent in its best report, 
through Dr. Wilkerson, of whose lonely, heroic 
work, the church should know more. Suchow has 
never closed its hospital doors since 1912, for a 
single day. But that is a story too long to tell here. 


Our Colleges 


We hear through the United Board of Christian 
Colleges, of which our Dr. McMullen is executive 
secretary, that the two colleges in which our church 
is cooperating, are carrying on with increasing force. 
Hangchow reports an enrollment of 900, and Chee- 
loo’s large enrollment includes 200 Christian stu- 
dents. Seven of these are medical students from 
Suchow. In former years we never had more than 
two. 


In both colleges, religious activities and Bible 
study are increasing. Hangchow is rejoicing in se- 
curing a new president, one of the outstanding 
Christian educators of China. “The great fact re- 
mains that there is still freedom to preach and to 
hear. The churches are thronged with hearers. It is 
an opportunity today that we may not have to- 
morrow” (From the Cheeloo report.) Dr. Richard- 
son says, “in almost every high school, college and 
university in this land, whether mission or govern- 
ment sponsored, there is an active group of Christian 
students.” 


Kobe, Japan 


A year ago, our veteran Chinese missionaries 
working here among the Chinese, could find only 
one Christian; now there are twenty. 


Suchow (Hsuchowfu) 
Rev. and Mrs. Walter of the U.S.A. church have 


been living in the old Grier home for the past two 
years. They are supervising four of their own 
stations in Shantung provinces but giving most of 
their time to carrying on our work. 


Dr. Hopkins met them on his recent visit to 
Peking, and writes about the great work they are 
doing. They are the only Protestant missionaries 
between Nanking and Tsinan—400 miles, except 
Ed Currie over on the Yellow Sea. 


I asked Mrs. Walter to send the latest statistics 
of Suchow presbytery. This presbytery covers an 
area of 33 miles radius from the city, with a pop- 


ulation of 2,000,000. 
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Communicants 2,767 
Organized Churches 22 
New Churches organized, 1949-50 _____ 3 
Out stations (small chapels for 

regular worship) 115 
Ordained pastors ___... 17 
Preachers—employed but not ordained 

—and Bible women _. 17 
New pastors, ordained 1949-50 + 


Added on profession of faith, 1949-50 400 


In former years we considered 240 a goodly 
harvest of new members for any single year. 
The smallest of our four city churches has just 
called a full-time pastor. At his first com- 
munion service he baptized 50 new members. 


The two presbyterial schools with an enroll- 
ment of over 1,000 are carrying on against in- 
creasing opposition, and with many handicaps. 


The above is only one of our 12 stations in China. 
Our beloved Church during the past 83 years has 
given lavishly of her treasures, of wealth and life 
and prayer. Today she is reaping a rich reward from 
Formosa to Haichow. 


The gates of Hell are not prevailing against the 
churches she has planted. If there is any one thing 
the Communists most desire to put out of business, 
it is the Christian activities of all youth, especially 
the training for the ministry. 


Our Seminary 


The recent advances in evangelism, reported 
above, would not have been possible, had it not been 
for the training of young men and women, in our 
North China Theological Seminary, now located at 
Wusih near Kiangyin. 


This seminary has been forced to move twice 
over long distances vainly trying to escape the Com- 
munist advance. Dr. Hopkins, our leader in this 
great seminary, expects an enrollment this year of 
80 students. In writing to his wife, new living in 
Denver, Col., he says, “in some ways I feel that I 
am doing the best work of my 33 years in China by 
keeping the seminary running. We begin to see 
tangible results from these long five years of hard 
work. Remember Bradford’s hymn. 


Not so in haste my heart 
Have faith in God and wait 
Though he may linger long 
He never comes too late. 
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Sabbath School Lessons 
LESSON FOR NOVEMBER 26 


By Rev. J. Kenton Parker 


The Stewardship Of Money 


Scripture: Psalm. 50:10-12; Prowerbs 3:5-9; 

Mark 12:38-44; I Corinthians 16:1-5; II Corin- 
thians 9:1-8; Philippians 4:10-20. Devotional 
Reading: James 2:14-24. 


Faith without works is dead, James tells us, in our Devotional Reading. The careful use of our posses- 
sions is one form of good works. There is so much that can be done with our money, if we use it properly: 
it can be a blessing to our loved ones in the home, to the needy in our community, to the church and to the 
world. Money cannot save us, and may even be a stumbling-block in the way of our salvation, if we love 
it, or hoard it, or waste it or trust in it, or use it selfishly or for wrong purposes. Covetousness is idolatry, 
and it is easy to covet. The stewardship of money is one of the proofs of salvation and can bring very rich 


rewards. 
I. The Basis for this Stewardship: Psalm 50:10-12 


“The world is mine, and the fulness thereof.” The 
world belongs to God by right of creation and 
preservation: we Christians belong to Him also by 
right of redemption: “Ye are not your Own; ye are 
bought with a price: therefore glorify God in your 
body.” (I Cor. 6:20) 


God allows us to use and call our own certain of 
the material possessions of the world represented by 
money. We usually estimate what a man is worth in 
dollars and cents. This is, of course, a very super- 
ficial way because some of the richest people in the 
world are the poorest when it comes to essential 
wealth, and some of the poorest are very rich in 
character and good deeds. 


No matter, however, whether we possess $100, or 
$100,000,000, we are stewards entrusted with this 
much to be used as God would have us use it. Some 
people boast of the fact that they earned their 
money, working and saving, until they accumulated 
what they have, but if they acknowledged God at 
all they are bound to attribute their success in 
business to His Providential care and to the ability 
of mind and body which are His gifts, and to the 
opportunities which God gave them to make money. 
Moses exhorts the Israelites to remember these facts 
when they are apt to be proud or boastful. (Deut. 
8:17, 18) 


The basis of stewardship, then, is the fact that 
God owns all the world and everybody and every- 
thing in it. 


II. Stewardship Honors God: 
Proverbs 3:5-9 


There are several ways of honoring God mention- 
ed in these verses: (1) Trust in the Lord and lean 
not to our own understanding, (2) In all our ways 
acknowledge Him, (3) Fear the Lord (4) Honor 
the Lord with thy substance and with the first 
fruits of all thine increase. 
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God says, Them that honor me, I will honor. 
Is it honoring Him to give Him a dollar and spend 
ten dollars on some luxury? Take the money spent 
for the luxuries in the U.S., not to mention harmful 
indulgences, and the amount far exceeds all we give 
to the support of the Gospel. 4nd I am speaking of 
the money of Christian men and women. When we 
set aside the Lord’s part let us remember that we 
are honoring, or dishonoring Him. If He is first in 
our hearts there will be no difficulty about our 
giving to His Cause. 


III. Stewardship means Sacrifice: 


Mark 12:38-44. 


Jesus had been speaking of those who devoured 
widows’ houses, and as He sat over against the 
treasury a certain poor widow came and threw in 
two mites into the box along with the large gifts of 
the rich. He called the disciples and said, “Verily 
I say unto you, that this poor widow hast cast more 
in than all they which have cast into the treasury: 
for all they did cast in of their abundance (super- 
fluity) ; but she of her want did cast in all that she 
had, even all her living.” She had sacrificed; the 
rich had not. 


I wonder if any of us have ever given “the 
widow’s mite?” It will do us good to press this 
question home. We have our self-denial weeks; have 
we ever denied ourselves anything in order to fill up 
the envelopes for foreign missions? I am asking 
myself this question as I write; I have tried to ask 
it before, and the answer brings shame. 


IV. The Rule for Giving: 
I Corinthians 16:1-5 


Here is a good rule to follow in our stewardship 
of money. So often Christians have no set rule, even 
when they tithe (which is a good rule to start with) 
and put the money ina separate place. If some appeal 
comes they go to the Lord’s box and take out 
something and put it in the collection, or hand it to 
the person making the appeal. There is great value 
in a system for everything; haphazard giving, like 
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irregular attendance at church, is not especially 
honoring to God. 


Paul gives the time and the place: the rime, upon 
the first day of the week, is stated. and the place 
is inferred; the place of worship. Giving, in tithes 
and offerings, is a part of worship; we worship the 
Lord with our substance, as some of our old 
preachers used to put it. 


Who are to give? “Let every one of vou.” Some- 
one may say, | have nothing to give. I doubt if this 
is literally true of many grown people in this dav of 
plentiful money. Children should have their separate 
gifts. It adds to a service when every hand reaches 
out to put something, it may be very little, in the 
collection plate. This is much better than for a few 
to give it all. 


How much shall we give? “As the Lord has 
prospered him.” Proportionate giving is what God 
expects. Paul may have been thinking of the tenth: 
Christians should certainly want to give as liberally 
as the Jews; and the tithe at least suggests a starting 
point for a real child of God. 


What are the advantages of such a rule? We 
have seen some already. Paul adds another: “that 
there be no collections when I come.” Let there be 
money in the Lord’s treasury so that there be no 
need for feverish, last minute appeals. I have seen 
the whole spirit of a service spoiled by such sensa- 
tional appeals. For instance. I heard just the other 
day of this method of “taking up the collection”: 
every time someone dropped in a dollar, the usher 
would say, Amen; if five, he would shout, Hallelu- 
jah; if ten, Glory, Hallelujah. I wonder what Jesus 
would have said about such giving. 


Systematic, universal, proportionate giving as a 
regular act of worship in the House of God, is the 
way Paul teaches us. He was a practical, as well as 
a spiritual man, an inspired writer of the Word of 
God, and this is one of his “orders” to the church. 
If we gave this way our church treasurers would 
not have to borrow money to pay their workers 
while they waited for belated gifts to come in at the 
very last of the church year, 


V. Cheerful (Hilarious) Stewardship: 
1! Corinthians 9:1-8 


“Not grudingly, or of necessity: for God loveth 
a cheerful giver.’’ How glad we ought to be that 
God allows us to help Him in His work, and gives 
us the opportunity to show how much we appreciate 
all He has done for us! 


How gladly, and how bountifully, has He given 
to us! The air we breathe, the water we drink, the 
refreshing rain and the life-giving sunshine: we 
cannot think of God as a grudging giver. 


How strange for us to begrudge Him a tithe, or 
far more. And yet many of God’s people have never 
learned to give hilariously, gladly, with deep joy in 
their hearts because we can honor Him with a share 
of what He has given to us. 


(I cannot leave this part without a word of warn- 
ing to preachers and the Church. IF we wish God’s 
people to give in this way, we should be SO CARE- 
FUL AND WISE in the use of this money after it 
is given. If we who have the handling of the gifts 
of God’s people are careless or unwise, it is bound 
to hinder the spirit of giving. Today, as never before, 
we see some who claim to be preachers, making a 
“racket” out of religion. Some of the false prophets 
of old preached for hire, and some false preachers 
are following their example) 


VI. The Blessedness of Stewardship: 
Philippians 4:10-20 


Paul was no beggar: neither are God’s ministers 
today. We know both how to abound and how to 
be abased ; to have much, and to suffer poverty. But 
what a blessing both to the giver and the recipient 
are the gifts which come from loving hearts 


The blessing is a double, and rich one. The one 
who gives can realize that he is God’s fellow-worker ; 
that he is helping God’s servants carry on their 
work; or that he is caring for some old servant who 
is worn out in service. Paul was such an one as he 
penned these appreciative words to the chureh at 
Philippi. The Philippians had given to him in his 
deep needs. They were blessed, and he was blessed. 
So it is always. Blessed indeed is the stewardship of 
money ! 


Young People’s Department 


Vesper Topics For November 26: 


Introduction 


By Rev. W. G. Foster, D.D. 
Meet The Scribes 


This program is designed to familiarize us with how we got the Bible that we have today, because the 
story is one long record of heroism that will inspire us to cherish and use our Bibles. Below is an outline 


that will help you in this study. 


How We Got Our Bible 


1. Revelation—B. C. 1500—A. D. 100. Hebrews 
1:1-2. Over a period of 1600 years God from time 
to time and in different ways revealed Himself unto 
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the minds and hearts and in the experience of men. 


2. Inspiration—2 Peter 1:20-21. During this 
same period, chosen men of God were led by the 
Holy Spirit to leave us an accurate and reliable 
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record and explanation of this revelation of God in 
the life and experience of the Hebrew people. 


3. Translation—A. D. 100-385. Long before 
Christ came to the earth, the 39 books of the Old 
Testament were recognized as “Holy Seripture”’ 
and by the end of the Apostolic age, roughly 100 
A.D., the 27 books of our New Testament had been 
written and were being gathered together. For the 
next 300 years there were various versions and 
translations made. 


4. Preservation—A. D. 385-1378. Around 385 
A. D., Jerome made a Latin translation of the 
Scriptures and this became the official version of the 
Catholic church and was the version which most 
influenced our King James Bible. Thus, throughout 
the Middle Ages this version preserved and kept 
alive the Scriptures of God. 


5. Publication—A. D. 1378-1900. Around the 
turn of the 14th Centurv, the invention of printing 
and a spread of learning in the Renaissance led to a 
publication of a series of versions of the Scriptures 
and finally resulted, in 1611, in the translation in 
England of our King James version of the Bible. 


6. Authentication—This King James version was 
based largely on the old Latin vulgate of Jerome. 
But in the next few centuries many, many early 
texts of the Scriptures were discovered, so that by 
our own day over four thousand manuscripts have 
been discovered. By careful study and comparison, 
we have been able to revise our Bible so that the 
Revised Standard Bible today can be trusted as 
almost an approximation of the original text of the 
Scriptures. 


7. Propaagation—In our own day we have seen 
many translations of the Bible into modern English. 
and we have seen the Bible translated into over a 
thousand tongues and dialects of the people of the 
world. Todav. almost any man anywhere can read 
the Bible in his own tongue. 


8. Interpretation—1 Corinthians 2:9-16 
Revelation—V. 9-12 


b. Inspiration—V. 10 
c. Illumination—V. 14-16 


In this text verses 9 and 12 remind us of the revela- 
tion of God, and verse 10 reminds us of the inspira- 
tion that produced the record. We then let our 
minds run over the great sacrifices and labors of 
those who have given us the Bible in our own 
language. 


When we do. we realize that God has not made 
and preserved this revelation at such a great cost 
without also providing the means with which vou 
and I can understand it. If we have received the 
Lord Jesus Christ we have the mind of the Snirit, 
the same Spirit who inspired the Word, and He 
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AND LOW DIRECT PRICES 
J.P. REDINGTON 4 CO. 


DEPT. 64 SCRANTON 2, PA. 


The College is one of the 
best equipped institutions 
in this country for under- 


graduate work. 


Its buildings and grounds 
are worth $4,000,000, of 
which $1,500,000 is being 


spent just now. 


Its endowment is nearly 


$3,000,000. 


Applications should be 
made early in the year. 
Scholarships, competitive 
and otherwise, are avail- 


able. 


Oo 


President J. R. McCain 


Decatur, Ga. 


will illumine our minds and teach us the truth of 
the Word. 
SUGGESTIONS 

This is a thrilling story and you will have good 
material in Presbyterian Youth, but you probably 
will want to know more about how we got our 
Bible, and a good little book to find out more about 
it is “How We Got Our Bible” by J. Patterson 
Smyth. Also, you should include in your service of 
worship, Paragraphs VII and VIII of Chapter I 
of the Confession of Faith. 


There will be too much material here to go into 
this matter thoroughly, but be sure to have some 
speaker point out that the initial revelation of God 
and the careful preservation of that revelation. is 
of no avail unless you and I so use the Bible that 
the Spirit of God can illumine our minds and hearts. 
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